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The ritual then diverges, and the culminating rite in
India is the cremation of the mummy, and in Egypt the
'Opening of the Mouth'. Different as were these two rites,
they were both intended to put life into the deceased, and
had other features in common, such as the sacrificed animals,
which in both cases were cut in pieces and offered to the
deceased, reminding us that both in theory had been cut in
pieces.
The rite of "Opening of the Mouth', seems originally to
have had no connexion with mummification, but to have been
intended to put life into an image, so as to identify it with
the divine being whom it represented, and we find that in
Babylon there was a similar rite, performed for the same
purpose, and also called 'Opening of the Mouth'. The two
rites had many features in common, including not merely the
animal sacrifices but also the smearing of the statue's mouth
with milk in Egypt and butter in Babylon, and the fact that
both rites were performed in the early morning (A. M.
Blackman5 in J.E.A., vol. x, p. 53).   Mummification, then,
appears comparatively late in the history of Egypt, and in
circumstances which do not suggest an Egyptian origin,
Part of the composite ritual seems to be derived from Baby-
lon, but where the actual technique of mummification came
from is unknown.  That it came from India direct is
unlikely, since fire, so prominent in India, is much less so
in Egypt.  Perhaps there was some common but still un-
discovered source.  The problem of how mummification
reached Africa, America, and Australia presents difficulties,
as do certain remarkable resemblances in the technique of
mummification, for example, between that of the Twenty-
first Dynasty in Egypt and of the Torres Straits Islanders
(W. R. Dawson in Annals of Archaeology and Anthropology^
1924, p. 92).  That these are problems of diffusion, and not
of independent invention, will be realized by those who have
studied the foregoing, and have come with me to what seeim

